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Mrs. LOWEY. No, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman from Kentucky opposed?
Mr. MASSIE. I am, yes. I am opposed
to the motion.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON), the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOWEY), and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE) each will control 20
minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Idaho.
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
I rise today with a motion that will
move us forward to ensure the security
of our Nation by keeping the Department of Homeland Security funded
until the end of the fiscal year.
Funding for the Department of
Homeland Security will expire this
week. To allow a shutdown of these
critical functions would be an abdication of one of our primary duties as
Members of Congress.
It is the constitutional duty of this
body to provide funding for the Federal
Government, all of the Federal Government, and this should be without the
threat of shutdowns or the lurching uncertainty of continuing resolutions.
The House acted in January to fund
DHS for the year and has extended
short-term funding several times in
order to maintain the critical security
activities that keep our Nation safe.
The Senate has now done all it can do,
given their unique procedural constraints.
It is clear that the legislation before
us, while not exactly what the House
wanted, is the only path forward to
avoid a potentially devastating shutdown and to provide stable, continuous
funding for the agencies and programs
tasked with defending the home turf.
Let us remember that the underlying
legislation—and this is important—is a
great bill. The security of our homeland is one of our highest priorities,
and this bill provides $39.7 billion for
that purpose. It will assure that we can
defend our Nation against threats of
terrorism and that the men and women
on our front line remain well-equipped
and trained.
We are now nearly halfway into the
fiscal year, and it is imperative that we
get this bill enacted. At the same time,
Congress must continue to fight the
President’s executive actions on immigration that I do not support and the
American people do not support. We
must continue this vote, but we must
also allow funding for critical security
functions to move forward.
These two priorities are not mutually exclusive. We can and should do
both. For now, the President’s executive actions have been stopped in
court. This is where we must focus our
efforts and continue to battle against
this unconstitutional overreach.
Mr. Speaker, it is high time to act to
provide responsible, adequate funding
for the Department of Homeland Security to protect the people who elected
us and to defend this great Nation.
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I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote, and I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I support
the motion to recede and concur and
reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the motion to recede and concur.
At this time, I yield 1 minute to the
distinguished gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GRIFFITH).
Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, ladies
and gentlemen, I have to tell you that
the only reason we are here is because
of the unique procedural posture that
the Senate finds itself in, and that
unique posture is a perversion of the
democratic principles upon which our
Republic was based.
We would not be here if it weren’t for
the modern filibuster and cloture rule
which requires 60 votes to do anything.
Last week, HARRY REID made it clear
that he would not support going to conference.
Jefferson was very clear when he set
up the procedures for this place. Each
House makes an independent decision,
then you get together in conference
and work out your differences; but, because of the unique position of the Senate’s processes, that cannot happen in
these circumstances.
We should not reward the Senate for
their bad behavior. We should reject
this motion and force a new discussion
on this issue.
Mr. Speaker, I submit that all we are
doing is rewarding the Senate for having bad rules and bad process.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentleman from Florida (Mr. DESANTIS).
Mr. DESANTIS. Mr. Speaker, I hear
that we just need to let the courts
work their will to defend the Constitution, as if we don’t have an independent obligation to do that. We took
the oath that we would support it. We
didn’t say we would be in Congress,
pass bills, and let the courts support
and defend the Constitution.
Here is the problem, though, beyond
just that basic insight. If I were representing the Department of Justice in
front of the fifth circuit to try to get
this injunction overturned, the first
sentence in my brief would be that the
United States Congress has voted,
knowing this program was in existence,
to fully fund all operations. Courts,
you should step out of this dispute. It
is between the political branches, and
they have settled it.
It is not just waiting for the courts.
In fact, the action today, if this bill
were to pass, I believe it would actually harm the case in the courts, and I
think it makes it more difficult for
those States to make the case that
what the President did was unconstitutional if the one branch whose powers
were invaded decided that they were
not going to bite back effectively.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentleman from Arizona (Mr. SALMON).
Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I think
this is a very, very sad day when we
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have to make a Hobson’s choice of either funding our national security or
standing for the Constitution.
We actually took an oath just a few
short weeks ago to defend this Constitution from all enemies, foreign and
domestic. That is our role; that is our
responsibility. If not now, then when?
It is never going to be easy. It is never
going to be easy. It has never been easy
to stand up for freedom.
I have heard some people say: Well,
you Republicans, you just need to learn
how to govern. If it was just about governing, then I think that the American
people can just close shop and let the
President just run everything, but we
actually have a Constitution that we
have to adhere to.
b 1415
Despots all over the world, they govern. They keep the trains running on
time.
But we stand for something different.
We stand for a constitutional republic,
where we have three coequal branches
that all have an equal say. The Founding Fathers gave us a tool to deal with
a time just like this. It is called the
power of the purse. If we relegate that
responsibility and dropkick it to the
courts, as the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DESANTIS) just said, then they
have nothing else than to assume that
we just basically folded to the pressure.
I believe this is a sad day for America. I believe America deserves better.
If we are not going to fight now, when
are we going to fight?
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT).
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the privileged resolution and encourage my colleagues to
concur in the Senate amendment to
H.R. 240 in order to pass the fiscal year
2015 Department of Homeland Security
Appropriations bill.
It is time for us to move forward and
demonstrate our true capacity to govern to the American people and to
those tasked with the arduous work of
defending our borders, protecting our
communities, and manning the front
lines when confronted by natural disasters or acts of terrorism.
I had the distinct privilege and pleasure of working on the underlying appropriations bill as a member of the
House Homeland Security Appropriations Subcommittee, and I can assure
my colleagues that this is a good bill.
It is a darn good bill. It is a bipartisan
bill. Among the bill’s many highlights,
it would support the largest operational force of Border Patrol agents
and CBP officers in history.
If you are concerned about illegal immigration, vote for this bill. It fully
funds E-Verify. If you are concerned
about illegal immigration and interior
enforcement, vote for this bill. It provides an increase of almost $700 million
for Immigration and Customs Enforcement, 34,000 detention beds, and an increase in family detention beds by 3,732
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beds. Again, if you are worried about
illegal immigration, vote for this bill.
It fully funds FEMA’s disaster relief
programs and the first responder grant
programs that are critical to so many
State and local departments. It takes
important steps toward implementation of a biometric entry and exit data
system, which is critical to maintaining interior enforcement in this country. The bill helps us thwart cyber attacks, and, of course, it helps maintain
our Coast Guard.
Mr. Speaker, it is time for the House
to move past the corrosive pattern of
self-imposed cliffs and shutdowns and
get to the work that the American people expect us to address—issues like
tax reform, trade, transportation and
infrastructure, things that are going to
help create American jobs and improve
our economy. It is time to move forward and stop playing these silly
games.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. SIMPSON. I yield the gentleman
an additional 30 seconds.
Mr. DENT. At these times of global
uncertainty and brutal acts of terrorism, it is imperative that we maintain persistent vigilance against the
numerous threats facing our homeland.
Again, I urge my colleagues to support this bill. It is the right bill. It is
a bill that we supported last summer
with strong overwhelming support on
both sides of the aisle. It deserves that
same kind of support here today.
Let’s prove to the American people
that we are serious about protecting
this homeland and that we have the capacity to govern. These cliffs are disastrous for all of us. It is time to move
on.
Mrs. LOWEY. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentleman from Florida (Mr. CLAWSON).
Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, this is America. Everybody matters
in America. I grew up with somebody
who seemed to have bad luck from day
one. Where I seemed to catch breaks,
he could get none. And recently, midlast year, because of a move, he needed
to find a job. He went months without
finding full-time employment, never
got benefits, never got the stability
that he looked for for him and his wife.
And I love him very much.
When the President made his edict,
he called me on the phone. He said:
CURT, I don’t understand what y’all are
doing in Washington. I want to know if
what is going on right now is going to
help me get a job or not.
And I said: Unfortunately, you have
got a lot of new competitors in the
labor force.
I say, this is America, and everybody
matters. I say, the unemployed folks,
the 18 million underemployed and unemployed, they haven’t been a part of
this conversation like they needed to
be. I say that unilateral actions by a
leader who doesn’t take all stake-
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holders into account makes those that
aren’t taken into account not matter. I
say we need to have this conversation
again.
This is America. Everybody matters,
not just those that came over the border legally but those that have been
here looking for jobs for long periods of
time. I say we can do better. I say we
can have a broader conversation. I say
everybody matters.
You all know these people that are
unemployed. They are in your family.
They are your close friends. They are
the people you see every day doing the
jobs that some of us wouldn’t want to
do. I say, those people matter.
I say, Mr. President, before you do a
cram-down of the law for the benefit of
one group of our society, I say all the
other groups in this society, particularly the unemployed, also matter.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members are reminded to direct their remarks to the Chair.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN).
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last week, the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. BROWN) said, Why
are we here? She got all upset.
Let me tell you why we are here: because the President of the United
States violated the constitutional separation of powers. Regardless of how
you feel about immigration or immigration reform or even amnesty, surely
you believe in the United States Constitution that you swore an oath to.
Surely you believe in this institution
that we are debating in today.
He said 22 times that he did not have
the power to unilaterally make law or
change the law, yet that is, in fact,
what he did. That is why this debate is
so important today. It really has nothing to do with DHS funding, amnesty,
or immigration. That is the vehicle
that we are using, sure. But it has everything to do with the United States
Constitution and the sacred separation
of powers that says the executive
branch executes the laws. We make the
law in this Chamber. We are the only
ones to have the constitutional authority to do that.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN).
Mr. JORDAN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.
Mr. Speaker, remember why we are
here: 22 times the President said he
couldn’t do what he turned around and
did, something legal scholars have said
is unconstitutional; more importantly,
something a Federal judge has said is
wrong.
Six weeks ago, we sent a bill to the
United States Senate to fund DHS at
the levels the Democrats agreed to. We
just said, don’t have any money be
used for something unconstitutional
and that the Federal judge ruled was
wrong. For 6 weeks, they said, we can’t
bring the bill up. We can’t debate it,
amend it, pass it. And then at the last
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hour, at the eleventh hour on the last
day, they bring it up, debate it, amend
it, and send it back—without the language stopping the unconstitutional
activity and something the only court
to rule on it has said is wrong.
This is unconstitutional. We all know
it. This is the wrong way to go.
Fund DHS. Don’t let this wrong action the President took in November—
something he said he couldn’t do—
don’t let it stand.
But more importantly, or as importantly as, the unconstitutional nature
is the unfair nature of the action. It is
unfair to taxpayers that illegal, noncitizens are going to be able to get tax
refunds.
It is unfair to seniors that illegal
noncitizens are going to be able to participate in our Social Security system.
It is unfair to voters, as our Secretary of State testified, that now they
will have the documents that will potentially make it much easier for 4 to
5 million people to participate in our
election process.
And most importantly, Mr. Speaker,
it is unfair to legal immigrants who did
it the right way, who followed the law,
who came here and want to be a part of
this great country, the greatest Nation
of the world, as we just heard Prime
Minister Netanyahu talking about how
great this country is—it is unfair to
legal immigrants.
Mr. Speaker, this is unconstitutionally wrong. Most importantly, it is unfair.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 111⁄2 minutes remaining.
Mr. MASSIE. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE).
Mr. COLE. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.
Mr. Speaker, I share the outrage of
my friends over the President’s actions
because I don’t think there is any question that is why we are here. The President did something that most of us, I
think, on our side of the aisle believe
was unconstitutional, illegal, and illadvised.
Secondly, I share my friend’s anger
at the United States Senate. I think it
is reprehensible not to pick up a bill
and act on it, not to go to conference.
That is exactly the way we are designed to work. We know that, frankly,
the Democratic now minority, thankfully, in the Senate has operated that
way for 4 years. I am not surprised,
having operated that way in the majority, that they continue to operate that
way in the minority.
But every now and then, you need to
take a step back and recognize we are
not the only place where these issues
get thrashed out, and we are not the
only players in this drama.
Indeed, we have been very fortunate
on our side of this debate. We have
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been joined by 26 State attorneys general who hold exactly the same view
that we do and have taken the President of the United States and the administration to court and have prevailed in the first court case, as my
friends have pointed out. In addition,
they have won an injunction so that
the President cannot do the very
things my friends are concerned about
that he wants to do.
So we not only have the court, at
least to this point, on our side, but we
have it in a venue where you actually
can win in the end.
We are not likely to be able to do
that in the Congress, given the Democratic control of the filibuster in the
other body and the Presidential veto at
the end of the process. In the courts,
you can actually win. It is a constitutional issue. It ought to be settled constitutionally through a judicial process.
Since we have stopped the President,
since we are prevailing in court, it
seems to me the logical thing to do is
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. DENT) suggested and look at a bipartisan compromise bill that protects
the American people from real and
physical harm and danger at the moment that we are sorting out our constitutional political differences in the
appropriate format. That is all this bill
is about. It was agreed to in a bipartisan fashion. It was agreed to in a bicameral fashion. The reasons why we
were concerned about it or used it have
now been addressed by the courts.
So I would urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle, let’s set aside
our differences. They are going to be
resolved in the appropriate way, in the
appropriate fashion, and in the right
forum. And let’s do the right thing for
the American people, pass this legislation, and make sure that our fellow
citizens stay secure.
Mrs. LOWEY. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, I yield 1 minute to the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY).
Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Speaker, I
think the gentleman from Pennsylvania who spoke earlier was absolutely
right. The people back home want us to
do things. So I think the important
thing to do now is to find out, why
aren’t we able to do anything? And I
lay the blame firmly at the feet of the
seven Democrats in the Senate who
have said to their voters, they thought
what the President did was wrong, yet
they have voted time and again to continue the filibuster. That is wrong. And
those are the people who are preventing the country from moving forward.
Beyond that, to the extent those
seven Senate Democrats continue to
want to abuse the rules, it is incumbent upon our conservative Republican
colleagues in the Senate to change the
rules.
Conservative
Republicans,
Mr.
Speaker, who have been very quick to
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try to tell the House what to do should
now be over there right now making
the case that if the Senate Democrats
are going to use a rule to undermine
the Constitution, then the rule needs
to change.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT).
Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, last December, we were told that the best way
to approach the matter—despite some
of us thinking to the contrary—was to
fund everything but DHS. We were
told, This is the play.
Well, some of us were afraid that if
we did that, that we would come to
this point and totally cave and would
allow at least a congressional statement that we are not going to take action to defund illegal, unconstitutional
amnesty.
So I stand with those veterans who
believe that they should get health
care before people who came illegally,
that they should get a hotline to call
before those who came illegally. I
stand with the seniors who believe they
deserve the Social Security they paid
into, rather than people who have come
illegally and are even going to get tax
refunds, when they didn’t put any taxes
in.
b 1430
I stand with the Speaker of the
House of Representatives—at least
where he was last week.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).
Mr. GARRETT. I thank the gentleman.
Mr. Speaker, the issue before us
today is, in fact, security. As a Member
of Congress from the Fifth Congressional District of New Jersey, my constituents in New Jersey, like most
Americans, understand the devastating
impact of a lack of security in certain
areas. We live in the shadow of the
Twin Towers and understand when security is not a paramount interest of
this government. But with that said,
an equal responsibility of this Congress
and this government is to the security
as being a nation of laws and abiding
by the fundamental law of this country, which is the Constitution.
Mr. Speaker, we can achieve both of
those: be a secure nation by funding
Homeland Security, which this House
has done twice now, and we can also
become a nation by following the rule
of law and following the Constitution
which this body has done twice now by
sending full funding of Homeland Security to the Senate and simply asking
them to do what all Americans want
Washington to do today—conference on
these issues, discuss these issues, and
come to a resolution where the Constitution is upheld, the rule of law is
upheld, and homeland security is
upheld as well.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).
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Mr. GOSAR. I thank my friend.
Mr. Speaker, constitutional attorney
Jonathan Turley once said that, since
Roosevelt, we have made the executive
branch stronger and stronger and
stronger. But they have actually had a
dance partner, and that is us—that is
us, the legislative branch, both the
House and the Senate.
Mr. Speaker, when are we going to
stand up for the rule of law? How do I
go back to Arizona where they defy the
rule of law, where we allow anybody to
pass go, collect $200, and go to the
front of the line? How do we accomplish that without standing up for
something? This is that time. This is
the time to stand up and not leave everything to the courts.
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman from Kentucky ready to
close?
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I have
more speakers.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized.
Mr. MASSIE. At this time, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. PALMER).
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, there
was a comment about this is about
governing. It really is. It is about governing constitutionally. We are no
longer three separate but equal
branches of government. The abuse of
the executive order has diminished
Congress, and the abuse of the Senate
rules has diminished this House. We
are now reduced to passing what the
Senate will allow us to pass, and the
Senate is reduced to passing what the
President will not veto.
This is about the Constitution. We
have 3 more days in which we can consider legislation that upholds the rule
of law and that restores the balance of
powers. We should take those 3 days.
Ladies and gentlemen, this is a day
that we will remember for the rest of
our lives. The country is looking to us
right now to make a decision whether
or not we will uphold our oath of office.
I call upon every Member of this House
to be an oath keeper.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentleman from Idaho (Mr. LABRADOR).
Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Kentucky.
This fight today is not about immigration. This fight today is about the
separation of powers. Any person who
votes for this deal today is voting to
cede some of our power to the Executive. Any person who votes for this
deal today is voting to allow the President to make decisions like this on
taxation, on EPA, and on any other
agency that this President decides that
he has the executive authority to take
over the powers of the Congress.
Mr. Speaker, today we all sat here,
and I think every Republican stood up
when Bibi Netanyahu talked about
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leadership. When he talked about what
it was important for a leader to do, he
said that we are being told that the
only alternative to this bad deal—
speaking about the deal on Iran—is
war. That is just not true. The alternative to this bad deal is just a better
deal. Every one of our Republicans
stood up when he said that.
But today we are being told by our
leadership that the only alternative to
this bad deal is a government shutdown. That is not true. The alternative
to this bad deal today is a better deal.
It is to force the Senate to actually go
to conference so both the House and
the Senate can speak the will of the
American people.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. BRAT).
Mr. BRAT. Mr. Speaker, I think everyone in this body knows what it
means to run for office. We each represent 700,000 people, and we each take
that job very seriously. So it is a sad
day today. Everybody in this body has
fought very hard to try to come to
agreement. Unfortunately, Members in
the other body have not allowed us to
do that. The fault lies in the U.S. Senate.
We have asked and we have trusted
our leadership to come up with a
strong fight, strong messaging, whatever we can do to solve this constitutional problem for the last 2 months,
and at the last minute of the day, the
Senate has delayed, delayed, and delayed. So what is really going on is
they are not standing up and representing their people at home. We in
this body owe it to the American people to represent their views, and the
Senate will not even allow a vote to
bring up a debate.
Mr. Speaker, I implore everyone back
at home and in my district and across
the country to ask your kids; ask your
ninth graders, your college kids, ask
everybody. It is fairly simple. The Congress and the Senate have to work together.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman an additional 15 seconds.
Mr. BRAT. I think the truth in ethics
is often pretty easy to see. Go to your
kids. Go to your ninth graders in high
school civics class and ask them how
these bodies are supposed to operate.
Ask them to investigate.
I think when our kids go home and
investigate and we investigate what
has been going on in the last few
months, they will find the answer, and
that is that the Senate will not do its
job in representing their people.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT).
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker,
thank you to my friend from Kentucky.
All right, for my friends on the left,
you are going to support this unconstitutional expansion of power. When
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there is a Republican President, are
you going to sit there and continue to
applaud, saying, ‘‘Yes, we did not support the separation of powers when we
had the chance’’ and look the other
way?
One of my heartbreaks here is I believe there were creative things we
could have done, but we are completely
dearth of the willingness to try.
Mr. Speaker, this is about trying to
defend the U.S. Constitution that we
all raised our hands to uphold, and yet
are we going to allow a vote to go forward to walk away from that fight?
This should break everyone’s heart in
this body.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to how much time is remaining?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 31⁄4 minutes
remaining.
Mr. MASSIE. I yield 1 minute to the
distinguished gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOHO).
Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I want to
look around this body. What are we
asking to do? We are asking to fund
DHS 100 percent. We are asking to put
safeguards in there so that we don’t
move with an executive order that has
been deemed illegal by a Federal judge.
That is all we are asking. And we need
to have that language in this bill.
I don’t know anybody in here who
doesn’t want to fund DHS.
Mr. Speaker, for us to vote for this
without that funding or without that
language in there blocking what this
President wants to do, and if we vote
for that, we are voting against our
Constitution. Article I, section 8 is
very clear that we have the authority
for naturalization, and I say we vote
against funding without that safeguard.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. JODY B. HICE).
Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, as we all know, we are in this
predicament and in this mess because
of the unconstitutional and unilateral
decisions from the President to ignore
our Constitution, and the only thing
standing in the way of that progressing
is a stay from the courts. As thankful
as I am for the courts, the reality is we
must stand up and defend our Constitution. It is a constitutional issue, Mr.
Speaker, and we have the responsibility to stand for that cause.
This is not a time to watch this body
be obstructed from multiple attempts
to make it dysfunctional. It is a constitutional issue. This is a time to
stand upon the Constitution, and I urge
this body to do so.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his parliamentary inquiry.
Mr. MASSIE. What order is the closing when there are three speakers and
only one opposed?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will recognize Members in reverse order of opening speeches.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
We have no other speakers, and we
are prepared to close.
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky will be first to
close.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to how much time is remaining?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 11⁄4 minutes
remaining.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, in closing,
the Congress and, in particular, the
House of Representatives has the power
of the purse. Our Constitution gives
this power to the legislative branch,
not the executive branch. This means
that the President cannot fund his illegal executive actions on immigration
unless we, the House of Representatives, let him.
If today we agree to just give the
President all the taxpayer funds he
wants so that he can implement his illegal actions, why should the American
people ever trust us again? They will
realize that all our bluster about border security is just that, bluster. They
will realize that we don’t actually care
about the best interests of the American people and that, instead, we just
care about going along to get along,
even if that means going along with
the unconstitutional and illegal actions of the executive branch.
Today we heard Mr. Netanyahu say
this is the most powerful legislative organization in the world. I would say it
is—except for when the Senate decides
that it is not. We need to stand up, use
the power of the purse, and exercise
our constitutional duty to fund only
legal and constitutional activities.
Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote today in the best interests of the
American people.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I support
the motion to recede and concur, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, thank
you for the spirited debate we have
had, and I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I agree with many of
the comments made by my colleague
from Kentucky and the people that
have spoken during his time. The problem is I don’t see a path to victory
with what they are looking at. What
they want to do will not result in
defunding the President’s actions, because there is no funding in this bill for
the President’s actions. There is no
funding in this bill for the President’s
actions. Everybody knows that, don’t
we? What it will lead to is a closedown
of the Department of Homeland Security. And that is not a victory. That is
dangerous.
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Mr. Speaker, there is a difference of
opinion between the Republicans and
Democrats and between the administration and Congress as to whether the
actions that the President made were
constitutional or not.
I have actually voted for something
in this body several years ago that I
thought was perfectly legal and perfectly constitutional. The court later
found out it was unconstitutional and
told us it was unconstitutional. That is
why you have a court. When there are
differences of opinion as to what is constitutional and what is not constitutional, a court makes that determination. It has happened since the Founders who wrote our Constitution disagreed about what they had written—
Marbury v. Madison. It was up to the
courts to make the determination of
what the Constitution said.
As for voting for this hurting our
case—it is not our case; it is the Attorney General’s case of the States—that
is before the courts currently, if this
voting to defund Homeland Security
that doesn’t have any funding for the
President’s action hurts our case, then
I would say that any law that passes
Congress can’t be declared unconstitutional because we all voted for it. That
is not reality. Again, let the courts do
their job.
Now, it is true that a majority in this
Congress and in the Senate voted to
defund the President’s actions, but because of the Senate rules, it didn’t
pass.
b 1445
We didn’t even get to go to conference because of the Senate rules.
Some people suggest maybe we ought
to change the Senate rules. We ought
to insist that the Senate change their
rules.
For the last 4, 8 years, I was kind of
glad the Senate rules were the way
they were. They prevented what I believed to be a lot of bad stuff from coming over here from the Senate.
I don’t know that I would go that
way because, remember, at some point
in time in history—I hope it is not
soon—but at some point in time in history, my party is going to be in the minority over there, and it is going to be
nice to be able to control some of the
agenda.
Let’s remember, the underlying bill
is a darn good bill, and we need to pass
it, and we need to pass it for the security of the American people, and for
the employees that work at the Department of Homeland Security, so
that those that are considered essential don’t have to go to work without
pay. That is irresponsible. That is us
not doing our job.
I will fight with anyone, and I will
stand on their side—as long as they can
show me a path to potential victory.
Let’s get this bill passed. It is a good
bill. I encourage all my colleagues to
vote for this.
I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the motion.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. MASSIE. I request a recorded
vote—the yeas and nays—on the previous question.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman asking for the yeas and the
nays on ordering the previous question?
Mr. MASSIE. I withdraw that request.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is withdrawn.
The previous question is ordered.
The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from Idaho.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 257, nays
167, not voting 9, as follows:
[Roll No. 109]
YEAS—257
Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Beatty
Becerra
Benishek
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Blumenauer
Boehner
Bonamici
Bost
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brooks (IN)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Capps
Capuano
Cárdenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter (TX)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman
Cohen
Cole
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Curbelo (FL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
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DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Gibson
Graham
Granger
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guinta
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanna
Hardy
Hastings
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Hurd (TX)
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jolly
Kaptur
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Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Knight
Kuster
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Luján, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meehan
Meng
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nunes
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poliquin
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reichert
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rogers (KY)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz

Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schock
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Stefanik
Stivers
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Collins (GA)
Conaway
Cook
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)

Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McClintock
McKinley
Meadows
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Nugent
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pearce

Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiberi
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Trott
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
Young (IN)

NAYS—167
Perry
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Rogers (AL)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shuster
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Stewart
Stutzman
Thornberry
Tipton
Wagner
Walberg
Walker
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOT VOTING—9
Bass
Garamendi
Hinojosa

Long
Meeks
Roe (TN)

Rush
Smith (MO)
Speier

b 1514
Messrs. BUCSHON and BRADY of
Texas changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’
to ‘‘nay.’’
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Mr. GRAYSON changed his vote from
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’
So the motion to recede and concur
in the Senate amendment to H.R. 240
was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
Stated for:
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 109 I am a ‘‘yes’’ vote. I could not return
from a White House meeting in time to meet
the rollcall.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I was
unable to vote because of a serious illness in
my family. Had I been present, I would have
voted: rollcall No. 108—‘‘aye,’’ rollcall No.
109—‘‘nay.’’
f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, which the Chair will put
de novo.
The question is on the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Journal stands approved.
f
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BUDGET OF THE UNITED STATES
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
6, 2015, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. ROKITA) is recognized for 60 minutes as the designee of the majority
leader.
Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor on behalf of a lot of colleagues
who can’t be here right now and on behalf of our colleagues who are going to
speak to talk about the budget of the
United States Federal Government.
Mr. Speaker, I rise this afternoon
after our legislative business for the
day because it is the concern of many
of us—and perhaps it is the concern of
all of us who ran for office, who got
elected, who honorably serve in this
body—to say—to make sure, perhaps—
that our priorities are in order.
And, Mr. Speaker, if you simply look
at any number of ‘‘debt clocks’’ that
run on all kinds of different Web sites,
including one that continues live in my
office, you see perhaps—I hope it is
clear to you, Mr. Speaker—that our
priorities are not in order. We are over
$18 trillion in debt as I take the microphone right now.
Mr. Speaker, that is not the half of
it. Over the next several decades we are
scheduled to have over $100 trillion in
debt. And that is not acceptable. In
fact, I can’t think of too many things
that are more immoral than the
present-day
majority,
than
our
present-day citizens leaving this burden to future citizens, people who do
not yet exist. Talk about taxation
without representation. But that is
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what we are faced with. That is what
we do every day around here when our
budget is not in balance and our priorities remain out of order.
To be clear, Mr. Speaker, we are able
to get to this point, as very few other
countries are, because of the fact we
are the world’s reserve currency, because of the fact that we continue to be
able to print money, and because of the
fact that, despite all our problems,
when compared in a relative fashion to
all the other countries of the world, we
simply aren’t as bad yet. But over
time, that can very easily change, Mr.
Speaker.
The solution to this isn’t all that
complicated. We have to stop spending
more than we take in. We have to keep
growing our economy. We have to simplify our Tax Code so that it can actually generate more revenue than it is
doing right now. Of course, we have to
reform what is driving the debt, and
that is our spending. That is what the
Republicans—in this Chamber, at
least—are trying to achieve. We are
trying to put our priorities back in balance.
Washington doesn’t have a revenue
problem, Mr. Speaker; Washington has
a spending problem. In terms of revenue, we take in over $2 trillion a
year—and these are rough figures—but
we spend generally over $3 trillion.
That is simply not sustainable. That
simply can’t go on if we are to have
any credibility on this issue and if we
are going to remain a strong country,
best of nations in the 21st century, and
continue to win.
So the House Budget Committee, and
specifically the Republicans on the
House Budget Committee, are about
getting our priorities in order. And
frankly, to our credit, for the last 4
years, Mr. Speaker, we have done just
that.
Every year since 2010, we have proposed balanced budgets that, if followed, would have led us on a path to
prosperity, would have made it clear
that we are best of class in the world
again and the best investment going.
All we had to do is take the steps outlined in that budget and it would have
become so.
This year, we are going to try again.
We are going to balance this budget.
We are going to have a markup in a
week or so. We are going to propose
and present ideas to the American public. Most of these ideas they have seen
before over the last 4 years. There may
be some new ones. We are still writing
our budget. We are still taking input
from Members and non-Members alike.
But one thing the American people
can count on: it will be an honest budget, it will be credible, it will balance,
and it will fulfill the promise we explicitly and implicitly made over and
again to future generations that their
generation will be better off than the
generation before it. Isn’t that what we
are all about? Isn’t that what we are
supposed to be about?
But as I speak with you here today,
the facts tell a different story. In fact,
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the current generation is the first one
in American history that is destined
and will, by any objective measure,
leave the next one worse off. It has
never happened before in American history. It is happening now.
I know several of us on the Budget
Committee refuse to let that happen on
our watch, and so we come to you tonight with several ideas.
I want to first recognize a very good
friend of mine, a professional who came
from the private sector and practiced
accounting as a certified public accountant for over 25 years. He has
added tremendous value to all the work
we are doing on the Budget Committee.
Aside from budget issues, he is a tremendous asset to nearly every issue
that is debated on the floor of the
House. I yield the floor, Mr. Speaker,
to my good friend, Congressman RICE
of South Carolina.
Mr. RICE of South Carolina. I thank
the gentleman for yielding. South
Carolina thanks you.
What an honor it is to stand here before this group to talk about the Federal budget. These were a couple of
slides that were actually handed out to
the Budget Committee that illustrate
very wonderfully the challenge that we
face.
The total revenue for the Federal
Government for fiscal year 2014 is $3.02
trillion, most of it from individual income taxes. And then social insurance
is the payroll taxes we pay for Social
Security and Medicare, and then we
have the spending. You can compare
the two.
Revenues are $3.02 trillion. Spending
is $3.5 trillion. Our deficit is half a trillion dollars, roughly, projected this
year. That sounds terrible. Of course, 3
years ago, just before I was elected to
Congress, it was a $1.4 trillion deficit.
So it has, in fact, been cut well down.
It is about 40 percent of what it was.
And I will take all the credit for that.
Actually, it has come down dramatically. But we are still on an
unsustainable path, and it is projected
to rise, largely because of demographics. The baby boomers are retiring, and the need for social insurance is
going to rise in the coming decades. It
will overwhelm us if we do not prepare
for it.
Republicans, Democrats, the Congressional Budget Office, the Office of
Management and Budget, and any
known economist will tell you that if
we don’t deal with this issue, it will
overwhelm
us.
We
are
on
an
unsustainable path. We are piling billions and billions of dollars in debt on
our children and our grandchildren
every year.
Right now, we stand at $18 trillion in
debt. On our current path, I believe the
number $25 trillion is what they are
projecting at the end of 10 years if we
don’t do something to deal with it.
If you look at the spending, you can
see the red areas are what they call entitlement spending or mandatory
spending, Social Security being the
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